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1 1) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 11 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lancelot et. al (US006026086A). 

Regarding claimd 11,15 and 16 Lancelot discloses a communication network 
(Fig. 1) comprising a plurality of secondary nodes (110) being coupled to at least one 
primary node (105), the secondary nodes comprising: 

-a transmitter for transmitting packets to the primary node according to 
predetermined transmission properties (see Fig. 6, col 10 line 53-col 12 line 5, a 
secondary node 500 performs the transmission to the primary node 510 and performs 
the translation via the interworking function 505. See col 9 lines 20-30, the CACS 
protocol contains the appropriate transmission properties such as error control to 

* 

provide for uniform transmission between differing networks); and 

-a first address translator (see Figs. 1 & 6, primary or secondary station does the 
first translation via 518 or 505) for translating initial address information carried by 
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- 

packets received from at least one terminal device (Fig. 1, terminal device 150) into 
address information carrying information about 

the predetermined transmission properties to be used for transmitting associated 
packets and a destination node, the communication network further comprising a 
second address translator for translating the address information back into the initial 
address information (see Fig. 6, second address translation is performed at the again 
primary or secondary nodes 1 10 via the interworking function 505 or 518, see col 3 lines 
45-67, col 11 line 20-24). 

Regarding claim 13, Lancelot discloses wherein the primary node comprises the 
second address translator (see Fig. 6, reference 518). 

Regarding claim J 4, Lancelot discloses network comprising cross connect for 
passing packets from the secondary nodes to an outside network, wherein the second 
address translator is arranged for translating the address information before the packets 
are applied to the cross connect, (see Fig. 1, reference 125, OMB, col 3 lines 35-45, 
OMB provides an provisioning functionality between networks such as packet switched 
and circuit switched, however, the address translation is performed only at the primary 
and secondary nodes even before they are applied to the OMB). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and . 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lancelot 
et. al (US006026086A) as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further in view of Deiss ( US 
Pat. 5,802,063). 

Lancelot discloses a unified circuit switched and packet switched network with 
interworking functionality. 

Lancelot fails to disclose selecting of packets based on their header information. 

Deiss discloses selecting of packets based on their header information (see Fig. 
3, col 1 lines 57-67). Packet selection based on header information provides for 
immediate and/or upto the minute information on short notice as desired from one node 
to the next as appropriate. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made incorporate the teachings of Deiss within 
Lancelot so as to offer upto the minute changes to transmission packets traversing from 
source node to destination node with the proper information as desired. 

i 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 13 March 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Applicant contends "Lancelot fails to disclose the 
translation of initial address information carried by packets into information about the 
transmission properties to be used for transmitting the associated packets by secondary 
node." 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees, Lancelot discloses a communications system 
(see FIG. 1) illustrating an unified circuit switched and packet-based communications 
system 100. The circuit switched and packet-switched system 100 consists of a 
primary station (or device) 105 coupled through a communications channel 103 to one 
or more secondary stations 110, with the primary station 105 coupled (or coupleable) 
to a first network 160 (which is preferably a circuit switched network), via a network 
switch 135, and to a second network 150 (which is preferably a packet-based or 
Internet Protocol ("IP") network), via a router 115. Communication between the 
primary station 105 and the secondary stations 110 occurs utilizing a first protocol 
(says CACS protocol) to another time division multiple access ("TDMA") 
protocol. At the primary station 105, any information or signal transmitted to 
or from a secondary station 110 (utilizing the first protocol) is converted or translated, 
(see figs. 2), into a second protoccpl signal (see col 4 lines 25 - 60). The translation of 
the signals is performed by an appropriate interworking function 505 and 518 within 
each station (see Figs. 5, 6). Furthermore the translated protocol stack contains the 
appropriate transmission properties such as error control to provide for uniform 
transmission between differing networks (see col 9 lines 20-30). Thus Lancelot does 
disclose all the features of claim 1 1 and therefore claim 1 1 remains rejected. 

« 

Claims 13-14 depend from claim 11 and have been properly rejected based on 
cited reference(s) and therefore remain rejected. 

Claim 12 depends from claim 1 1 and have been properly rejected based on cited 
reference(s) and therefore remain rejected. 
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With respect to claim 15, Applicant contends "Lancelot fails to disclose the 
translating the address of the destination node back into the initial address information." 
Examiner respectfully disagrees, Lancelot discloses a communications system having 
an interworking function for translation of signals from one address and format to 
another whereby the IFW is incorporated within each transceiver (see Fig. 5 primary 
station and secondary stations having an IFW). The reverse address translation is 
provided by reverse address resolution protocol (RARP) (see col 1 1 lines 20-25). Since 
applicant has not specifically claimed a type of reverse address translation technique or 
protocol therefore RARP translation performed in Lancelot satisfies the applicants claim 
and makes it non patentable. Thus Lancelot does disclose all the features of claim 15 
and therefore claim 15 remains rejected. 

With respect to claim 16, the features of claim 16 are same as for claim 1 and 

therefore claim 16 stands rejected. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raj Jain whose telephone number is 571-272-3145. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on 571-272-3179. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571) 273-8300 for 
regular communications and (571) 273-8300 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2600. 

RJ 

March 29, 2006 
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